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Global unifi

ekl

Is now a technilogical fact, escalating into greater social significance daily. The man on the moon
phy og V d the global concept, and Nixon’s State Of The World
here. Such progress Is of course desirable and long awalted; but due to the intellectual bankruptcy of our century and the

a0

ssage gave an | of things almost

Ideological stagnation — the rampant “idiotologies’’, agitating for short sighted nihilism —ssne men must be keenly
aware of the subtie errors einbedded in many “global” trends. Such errors must be Identified and spotlighted now, for
the impact of global unity will be atfecting all men for the next several centurles.

Lest issue EFFICACY offered a $26 prize to anyone resieting the 1870 Census who would give us an account of
their prosecution. This offer still stands — even though we are aware that such efforts huve not been numerous nor success-
ful in the past. IT IS OUR BELIEF THAT FOR THE FIRST TIME POLITICAL IDEOLOGY HAS BEEN BROUGHT TO
BEAR UPON THIS ISSUE WITH THE LIBERTARIAN "RESISTANCE CENSUS ‘70" EFFORT. So we hope to hear from

you and your involvement,

As the Census occurs here in the U.S. for the 19th time since 1700, ““hesds are also being counted in sorne 90

other countries and territories — from the U.S.S.R. to Greenland

~ during this decennial year. When all the figuring Is

done, roughly half of the world’s 3.6 billion people will have been accounted for. Censustakers traveling on foot and horse-
beck, by dugout canoe, reindeer sled and helicopter will collect the raw statistics that will enable developing coun-
wies to chart their next five-year plans and industrial nations to study (smong other things) the migratory patterns of their

people.

“In many Communist countries there Is little need for a head count, since everyone from newborns 10 monage-

narlans must be registered with the police. Nonetheless, demographers In Czechoslovakia and Poland as well as in Russia
hope to learn useful facts, Including how many houssholds have washing machines, radios and television sets,

MACHIAVELLIAN DEVICE. First undertaken as

long ago 8s 3800 B.C. by the Babylonlans and in 3000 B.C. by

the Chinesa, hesd counts have often proved unpopular because of their association in the public mind with taxation and
[ tion. When 8 national census waes proposed to the British Parliament sorme 200 years ago, an enraged M.P. des-

18 project as “totally subversive to the last remains of English liberty.” Only in 1801 was the idea reluctantly
I.&. The notion that the census is a Machiavellian device designed to enhance the power of the government is still
strong (Maybe because current governments are continuously becoming more criminal In their principles? Ed.); Machia-
veiil did, in fect, cornpile g statistical abstract for Germany and France in 1616 that might be called a forerunner of mo-

dern census analysis,

“In ancient times, people sornetimes had to trave| 1o their birthplace or family seet to be counted, as in the case
of Mary and Joseph's eventful journay to Bethlehem. In the present day, many countries order their citizens to remain
ot home for a specitied period to await the census taker. All Cuba will be virtually paralyzed on Census day this year ex-
oept_for ambulance drivers and census takers. in Mexico, fines for leaving one’s house unoccupied on the vital day,

Jan. 28, ran as high es $800." - Time , March 23

Yes, other nations invade the citizen’s privecy by asking questions other than hesd count, and force comoliance
with fines. Such criminality by the state has been copled by America now with our new $100 fine for refusing to answer

personsl questions, One

use and simply register all citizens with the police

home on census dey —

wonders how long it will be before we adopt such obviously

and, oh hell, just put everybody In one big labor camp.

"

practical’”’ policies as the soviets

and take inventory of their possessions yearly, require them to stay

Globalism is great, but only if'men edopt principles of rational inter-behavior: of recognizing the natural Indivi-

dusl, indivisible,inalienable, and hopefully inviolate rights of life,

compulsory census investigation of individual’s personal lives,

By the way — sinco liberals oppose congressional investigations

their indignation when

fresdom of thought, not of purchase; freedom of belief, but not

© -

government | iga the

liberty and property. We must repesl such policies as

of people about their political beliefs; where is
ic privecy of everybody? Could it be they balieve only in
of ambition; freedom of expression, but not of action?

PRIVATE MAIL COULD BE A PUBLIC BOON
By Melvin D. Barger

The FREEMAN - January *70

The postman is
figuratively ringing
twice in a number
of American cities
these days. One of
the rings could be
sweet music to citl
zens angered by the
growing problems
of the Federal postal system.

The new courler on the scene is the Inde-
pendent Postal System of America, making its
appointed rounds now in many cities and soon
to open services in more. IPSA, established in
February, 1968, is an upstart in the communi-
cations field and an infant among corporations.
But it has made a seasational start and has all
the earmarks — or perhaps postmarks — of
being the right idea at the right time.

One man who obviously thinks so is its
founder, 42-year-old Tom Murray, who already
pictures IPSA jetting ahead into the billion-dol-
lar class. Murray, a restless, entreprencurial
type, could be accused of exaggeration, except
for several interesting facts. One, IPSA has al-
ready landed enough sales to produce $1 mil-
lion in profit during its first year of operation.
Two, the potential market is there; postal ser-
vices run into billions and could go much higher
in the years ahead. Three, public opinion is
turning bitterly against the U. S. Post. Office
Department, and the times are right for con-
structive change,

The last item may turn out to be a matter
of considerable importance to IPSA’s future.
Until a few years ago, the public accepted the
government postal monoply as a fact of life;
some people even scemed to believe that only
government had the competence to carry mail.
A suggestion that private corporations could
handle postal services with greater efficiency
and _economy was often hooted down; it was
like suggesting that a private company take
over the Washington Monument or the U, S.
Coast Guard.

But a number of things have made a private
mail system more acceptable in the public
mind. Postal service seems to be deteriorating,
or at least not keeping up with the noticeable
advance in other services (such as the telephone
system). The yearly postal deficits are always
well-published, causing people to wonder fre-
quently “why the Post Office can’t at least pay

its own way."” There have also been the annoy
ing rate increases and raging legislative battlc
over proposed rate boosts for different classe
of mail. Attempts to raise third-class rates hav
enraged business mailers, and efforts to chang
the admitedly low rates for publishers has prc
bably contributed something to the bad pres
the Post Office has been getting.

There may also be some disillutionmen
over the frequent crusade to make the Pos
Office more businesslike, an effort that seem
to be revived with each change of administra
tion. There was an honest hope that Arthur E
Summerfield, a successful Michigan business
man, might succeed in this when he joined th:
Cabinet in 1953 as President Eisenhower's Post
master General. Summerfield did make some
needed improvements in using private capital tc
provide for new post office building construc
tion, but he also incurred the hostility of the
postal unions and faced considerable politica
opposition to many of his plans. Summerfield”:
reign at the Post Office proved that the Depart
ment’s problems couldn't be solved simply by
putting an astute businessman in the head chair.

THE KAPPEL PROPOSAL

The latest ploy in the attempt to buck up
the faltering Post Office was the proposal by
the Kappel Commission to put the Department
under a government corporation, Mr. Kappel,
the retired board chairman of the giant Ameri-
can Telephone and Telegraph Company, was
doubtlessly chosen to study the Post Office be-
cause of his own impressive career in a related
communications field, The Kappel proposal
now has the endorsement and active backing
of President Nixon, but it faces stiff opposi-
tion in Congress and from the postal unions.
Right now the Kappel plan appears dead. If
organized along lines suggested by Mr. Kappel,
the Post Office might conceivably become bet-
ter administered, with less interference from
Congress and more control over its own opera-
tions, However, the Kappel recommendation is
essentially an attempt to remedy the shortcom-
ings of a socialistic enterprise by converting it
to another organizational form; it still rests on
the delusion that socialism can be made to
work if only the right combination of manage-
ment and organization can be found.

The question of private ownership of the
Post Office did get an airing by Mr, Kappel,
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who dismissed the idea of selling the Post
Office because, with the Post Office’s deficit,
liabilities, and investment needs, ‘‘you couldn’t
gell it to anybody.”

The fact that the question of “selling” the
Posi Office was even asked stiows that there’s
growing interest in a private postal system.
Mr. Kappel's answer revealed the philosophical
limitations of a man who spent his own life-
time in a monopolistic enterprise, albeit a
highly successful one. He did not seem to be
thinking of the possibility that postal services
could be supplied by new organizations, not
just the one now in existence. He apparently
could not bring himself to the point of pro-
posing that anybody ought to be allowed to
~ vy any class of mail, that mail deliveries

ﬁne ald not be a legal monoply of either a public
L4

a private organization,

FROM A BELLBOY TO A MAILMAN

Against this background of mounting dissat-
isfaction with the Post Office, Tom Murray’s
Independent system has come into existence.
Murray had no previous postal experience and
would have had trouble getting a minor posi-
tion in the Federal System. An Irish immigrant,
he came to America in 1950 and began his
business career as a bellboy in a Detroit hotel.

- Before long, however, he had become manager,

and after that his rise was spectacular. The
Mayor of Detroit actually proclaimed a
“Tom Musray Day” in 1955, in recognition of
Murray's outstanding service in community af-
fairs. He was soon hotel owner as well as
manager.

Murray’s interest in hotels eventually took
him to Oklahoma City where a conversation
~uer a cup of coffee finally nudged him into

mailing business. A local businessman,

(..:n: Hinshaw, was complaining about his

own growing difficulties with postal services.
This was nothing new. But the complaints went
a step further. Murray soon had some caicula-
tions and surveys which indicated that a private
company might be able to carry third-class mail
at lower rates than the government and still
make a profit!

The figures fired Murray's imagination, pas-
ticularly the business potential involved. Hotels
and motels, as everybody knows, work in a
field of fierce competition, with top limits on
the growth that even the most successful firms
can achieve. But here in the mailing field the
potential market for third-class mail alone was
in the billions. If a private company could
break into the field and establish its own posi-
tion, it could not only share this market but

= =

also participate in future growth of breathtak-
ing porportions.
A LOOPHOLE FOR DELIVERIES

But how could a private firm enter the field
when legislation prohibited it? Private mailing
companies had actually flourished in carly
America, but by the middle of the last century
had been driven out of business by the Federal
Private Express Statutes. How could Murray
work his way around statucs that had barred
other businessmen from the mails for so long?

His door of entry was third-class mail, which
has been shrilly condemned as “junk mail” in
recent years and at times has been held res-
ponsible for many of the Post Office Depart-
ment’s problems. There's a fine line between
“third-class” mail and circulars. A business
firm for example, has the legal right to deliver
printed material to residences, but not to use
the mailboxes. Murray dashed off to a Third-
class Mailers' convention, and listened to their
gripes and problems, and also found them re-
ceptive to the idea of a private delivery system.

“| felt that the Third-class Mailers had made
a major error in permitting their products to be
Jabeled Y§unk’,” Murray says. “Third-class mail
isn't junk, and it deserves its rightful place in
the area of commerce.”

Certain by now that he was on track, Mur-
ray found a group of backers who could put
up $50,000 immediately and underwrite an ad-
ditional $2 million for later expansion. By Jan-
vary, 1968, he had incorporated 1PSA, opened
offices in Oklahoma City, and announced plans
to begin service in February. Deliveries would
begin in the city, and then fan out to nearby
states, with the long-range goal of becoming
nationwide. As if to emphazise the nationwide
goal, Murray chose an outline map of the U.S.
for the system's trademark and insignia.
DISPOSABLE MAILBOXES

Announcement- of the daring venture cap-
tured the public interest; yet it also seemed a
too-risky exercise in audacity. Newsweek mag-
azine called it a “showdown® with the Post
Office, and hinted that Murray would be
blocked by Federal authorities. Reporting that
Murray had already signed delivery contracts
with a rubber firm and an insurance compuny,
Newsweek also cited a Post Office Department
legal counsel’s opinion to the effect that Mur-
ray’s operations were illegal, that nobody but
the Post Office has the right to carry any class
of mail. The magazine also suggested that Mur-
ray would be courting real trouble when he be-
gan making delivery in home mailboxes.

If there was any showdown, nobody in
IPSA's headquarters ever noticed, because the
Independent System swung into operation on
its announced starting date and was soon mak-
ing almost routine coverage of most of Oklaho-
ma City. Murray wisely avoided challenging the
Post Office Department ruling on use of home
mailboxes, and developed an attractive contain-
er which can be suspended from most door-
knobs. The container not only protects the
mail and other articles, but one side also
serves as an advertisement for the Independent
System. The other side has been sold as an ad-
vertisement for other firms, actually making
the plastic container a profit item instead of an
additional cost burden. IPSA would still like
to use private mailboxes and is currently trying
to get approval of a dual-compartment type,
but the plastic bag is doing very well for the
time being. :

Musray’s customer list multiplied almost
magically, and by the end of the first year the
system had served more than 100 clients and
was operating in every major Oklahoma city as
well as communities in Texas, Missouri, Ohio,
Arkansas, Alabama, Mississippi, lllinois, New
York, and even Canada. The company was
expanded repidly by sclling franchises, and re-
ceived hundreds of inquiries from private in-
dividuals seeking their own postmasterships. At
the same time, IPSA was getting remarkable
press attention, almost all of it favorable.
Newsweek's follow-up article after IPSA’s first
year was largely a success story and other
publications such as Saturday Review and
Nation's Business saw a bright futurefor the
Independent System, the latter calling it a
possible end to the “30-year Postal Mess",

GUIDED BY THE MARKET

Surprisingly, however, many of the Indepen-
dent System's operations seem to be similar to
those of the Federal department. The couriers
still travel on foot, and use vans closely re-
sembling U.S. Postal vehicles. IPSA delivery-
men and U.S. mailmen wear almost identical
uniforms, walk the same routes, and are often
chased by the same dogs. What innovations
have given the Independent System an eage.
allowing it to take business away from the
government mails?

One advantage has been price. Generally,
IPSA has been able to deliver third-class arti-
cles at about 90 per cent of the Federal rate. A
2% ounce item, for example, can be delivered
by IPSA for 3.3¢, versus 3.8¢ for the U.S.
rate. More important, IPSA can guarantee a
specific delivery date, which many business
mailess such as local retailers must have in

publicizing special sales and other events. The
Independent System has no “first-class® mail
taking precedence in employees’ minds, and
hence all mail is given the same attention.

Beyond that, IPSA's business-like approach
to problems may be winning them some clients.
IPSA salesmen are making regular calls on large
business mailers, such as Sears Roebuck, mak-
ing it clear that their patronage is wanted and
appreciated and offering to make service as
attractive as possible. Until now, it has been the
business mailer who has had to go hat-in-hand
to deal with Postal bureaucrats and to be re-
minded of his product’s inferior status in Post
Office operations. It must be refreshing to
most of them not to hear the term ‘junk”
anymore.

Is IPSA actually handling third-class mail
more economically than the government? Prob-
ably, although nobody can prove it because the
Federal System has no systematic approach tc
its own costs and cannot say fog certain that
any class of mail is profitable or anprofitable
As a politicalized institution, the Post Office
has simply carried the mail at rates establishec
by Congress, then appealed to the same Con
gress to make up its annual “deficit”. Ever
the deficit has been something of a myth
howeves, because the Department doesn’t fol
low customary accounting practices for it
overall operations and cannot really be com
pared with a corporation of similar size. Fo
one thing, capital expenditures for the Pos
Office have been intolerably low almost ever;
year and there are no indications that Congres
will be willing to make them any higher.

THE UNCERTAIN FUTURE

Where will it all end? Will Murray’s inde
pendent System continue to flousish anc
grow until it replaces the Federal Post Office
Or will the two systems continue to operat
side-by-side, with Murray s organization specia
izing in “third-class” and the U.S. Post Offic
carrying the rest of the mail?

Most likely, IPSA's growth and success wi
turn out to be a source of embarrasment to th
Federal mail carriers. In time, the departmer
might conceivably want to restrict IPSA's op
rations. But this would bring it into collisic
with public opinion, which wouldn’t suppo
favoring the government's Goliath at the ex
pense of Murray’s David. If anything, publ
opinion may veer in the direction of permittir
Murray or anybody to haul glj classes of ma
If so, this would be a tremendous victory fi
free enterprise, and would finally give liber!
tians a chance to prove on a wide basis wh
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they have always contended: that private busi-

messmen can deliver the mail for a profit and
give the consumer the same efficient service
he gets in the delivery of other items.

Some persons believe that a private com-
petitor may cause the Federal System to bestir
itself to more efficiency. But don’t look for it.
The faults with the U.S. Post Office are the
basic shortcomings of a socialistic, politicalized
bureaucracy, and the officials and others work-
ing in the sysiem, even if somehow they
could know what ought to be done, are power-
less to make the necessary changes. They sim-
ply can’t make and carry out the day-to-day
adjustments and decisions necessary to a good
business operation. That's no surprise; it is the
nptare of socialism to centralize authority, to

Pl t the price signals of the market, to

‘weasvourage individual incentive, and to subsi-
dize incompetence. [ronically, most of the
schemes for correcting socialistic excess — such
as the Kappel plan for the Post Office — really
involve creating some of the conditions that
prevail as a matter of course in private, pro-
fit-minded corporations.

It is also unfortunate that most people think
it will take Acts of Congress to give us better
mail service. We could have it right now if Con-
gress would only repeal some of the Acts it has
already passed. We simply need the freedom
to let anybody carry mail. Right now, Tom
Murray seems to be doing a great job with the
“junk” mail the U.S. Post Office doesn’t want
to handle. He might do even better if he could
carry all classes of mail. And suppose a few
other private carriers also got into the mail-
carrying business? Who knows? Even Murray
might do better under the lash of competition!

e

LIBERTARIANISM INTERNATIONAL

A Dutch Treat — Cheap Mail: From The Hague

About 120 private do-it-yourself postal serv-
ices in Holland are giving the Dutch post office
a real headache,

Started by a factory worker who found a
loophole in the postal law, the do-it-yourselfers
are delivering millions of letters every day lo-
cally at gates lower than the normal postal
charges.

Banks, insurance companies and big firms
are now paying between 3d. and 4d. per letter
according to the number to be delivered, but
irrespective of size and weight, instead of the
minimum of 7d. per letter at normal rate,

Delivery is usually made by pensioned post-
men or other reliable staff and almost always
on the same evening as received.

The loophole in the law which make these
private delivery services possible is a clause
which says that ‘‘business firms may deliver
their own letters if they wish."”

The postoffice admits they can do nothing
to stop these private delivery services unless the
law is changed. Their only reply so far has been
to offer 30 per cent discount on postage to
three banks — provided they deliver their mail,
duly sorted, to the nearest postoffice,

“The promoter of a proposed 2ld. post
service, Mr. Sidney Johnston, of Hawkhurst
Close, Chelmsford, has been warned by the
GPO that he risks a fine of up to LS for each
letter delivered. He intended to employ teen-
agers, housewives and pensioners as his post-
men. ‘Now,' he says, ‘I have had to drop the
scheme.’ " (England’s SUNDAY TIMES)

The foregoing is but one example of the many actual case histories where daring
entrepreneurial individuals have arisen to challenge the monoplics of the Political-Eco-

nomy State BY DIRECT COMPETITION. Repeatedly such men have been economi-
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cally successful — within the limited loopholes of the law through which they have been
able to avoid prosecution - only to be destroyed POLITICALLY by stiffened laws.

Such an end need not occur again if the Libertarian ideology can be heard, un-

derstood and bring its influence to bear in defense of these individuals — indeed focused
sufficiently it may actually “repeal & reform' these economically duressing laws. The
preceding article by a public relations represcntative stresses the relevance of public
opinion in such cases as competition to entrenched bureaucracy.

EFFICACY is now preparing for publication a paper bound booklet entitled:

The Libertarian Casebook Of COMPETITORS & RESISTORS To The POLITICAL-ECO-

NOMY STATE. This $2.00 (revised prepublication price) booklet will make fascinating
reading simply for the testament’to man’s jubilant spirit that it describes. But more
devestating — it will make startling reading for the cynical spirit of your favorite di-
sillusioned ‘‘liberal”, or “Socialist”. Order your copy now at $2.00. Anticipated publi-
cation date is Jan, *71. The price will go up then.

(All $1.50 orders previously received are paid up.)
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ANECDOTES OF EDISON
Galveston Daily News - Thurs., Jan. 3, 1889

How The Western Union Comes To
Buy His Inventions

“Edison has been experimenting and study-
ing and improving telegraphy ever since he was
19 years old. He patented some of his inven-
tions. He left the Boston office to try to sell his
multiplex system to the Western Union, He was
a careless looking young fellow when he walked
into the office one day in New York and asked
them if they wanted to buy a patent.

“What is it?"” they asked.

‘“Why, a means of sending two messages over
the same wire in different directions at the
same time,” said the young inventor.

“The Western Union officials lay back in
their chairs and shouted in merriment.

“Don’t bother us with such nonsense as
that,” said one at last.

“Mr. Edison tried to sell it to one of the ri-
val companies that existed at the time. They
also laughed to scorn the idea of doing such a
feat,

‘“Well,” remarked the inventor, as he turned
carelessly away, ‘If you ever get anything the
matter with your plant that you can't straighten
out yourselves send around for me.’

He took a little office and announced him-
self an electrical and telegraphic expert. Some
time after the company had trouble with its
Albany wire. The wire wasn't brokeny but
wouldn't work, and several days investigation
on the part of the company’s electricians only
served to puzzle them more. As a forlorn hope
they sent for young Edison.

“How long will you give me?*’ he asked.

The manager laughed.

[T TPV VR, T T IR VUOT IS - T gy
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“The manager laughed louder and told him
he'd need longer time than that. Edison sat
down at the instrument, established communi-
cation with Albany by the way of Pittsburg,
told the Albany office to put their best man at
the instrument, and began a careful and rapid
series of tests with all currents of all intensities.
He had his Pittsburg circuit instrument by his
side and directed the Albany operator in each
movement from his end. The steps were simul-
taneous, and the Albany man telegraphed the
results of each test. Edison compared them,
made calculations, and in two houts and a half
told the officials that the trouble existed at a
certain point he named on the line, and told
them what it was, The officials telegraphed the

office nearest this point, and an hour later
messages were tripping gayly between New
York and Albany. The company made him
their superintendent immediately. Now he was
in a position to command respect and atten-
tion. He induced the companies to test his
patents and sold them rapidly. He much im-
proved his multiplex system and sold that to
the Western Union at ten times what he would
have taken for it at the time they laughed at
his first proposition. He simply informs the
Western Union when he has invented gomething
new in telegraphy. Does it work? It works.
How much? Hundred thousand. Check. That’s
the way he sells all his inventions nowadays.

I A AN ENNERNERNEN]

UNBEATABLE COMBINATION

When the sanitation workers of New York
Citvy went on strike, the community was con-
fronted with a calamitous pileup of garbage on
its streets. Now a late press release tells of the
garbage collection troubles of Madrid, Spain.
But unlike New York, in Madrid, the sanitation
workers of the city have competitors in the
form of private garbage collectors.

According to the news report, “Madrid’s
800 prosperous free lance garbage collectors. . .
compete with the Municipal Sanitation Depart-
ment in this capital of three million people.”
The freelanders are known in Spanish as the
“traperos.” They have been an institution of
Madrid since the reign of King Charles Ill in
the 18th Century. They are allowed to operate
from dawn until 9 a.m. They collect garbage
the same as they did in medieval times with
donkey-drawn carts. They collect the equiva-
lent of 35 to 70 cents monthly from ecach
customer but that is not all, The trash they
collect is a source of income. They use the pe-
rishable garbage to feed pigs, other items are
sold to a processing plant, furniture and old
clothes wind up at Madrid’s flea market. The
private enterprise garbage collectors of Madrid
earn the equivalent of nearly $200 monthly —
a high income in Spain. This compares with an
average wage for Madrid’s sanitation workers of
$60 to $70 a month.

In garbage collecting, as in every other walk
of life, incentive and private enterprise are an
unbeatable combination. If the municipal gar-
bage collectors of Madrid go on strike, their
private enterprise competitors will likely be
only too good to take up the slack.

~From The Skaneateles Press (N.Y.)
June 27, 1968
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OBJECTIVISM AND ANARCHY
By Charles Jackson Wheeler

The thesis of this essay is that Objectivism and anarchy are incompatible.
This incompatibility is of a logical nature and thus this essay shall have twosub-theses:
that Objectivist political theory is logically valid, and that anarchism is logically in-
valid.

The purpose of this essay is to eradicate an unfortunate obfuscation which

has caused many students of Objectivism in the United States to advocate a variant
of anarchism known as “free market anarchism’’ or “competing agencies of retaliatory
force,” thereby disavowing the Objectivist concept of “limited" or ‘‘proper’’ govern-
ment.
..~ The major thrust of this essay is to state two crucial, major fallacies in free
- ¢ anarchism which apodictically invalidate the theory. But before a demon-
stration of logical proofs with respect to these fallacies can be given, as well as those
pertaining to a plethora of minor fallacies of which the theory and the theory's cri-
ticism of Objectivism are guilty, an explication of relevant concepts is necessary.

First, a very clear distinction must be made between the Objectivist definition
of government and the concept of an Objectivist government.

To begin with, a definition is “a statement that identifies the nature of the
units subsumed under a concept,” (1) the purpose of which is “to distinguish a con-
cept from all other concepts and thus to keep its units distinguished from all other
existents.” (2) Further, *‘a definition must identify the nature of the units, i.e., the
essential characteristics without which the units would not be the kind of existents
they are.’ (3).

Miss Rand has made reference to many characteristics of the concept ‘‘gov-
ernment’”: “the means of placing the retaliatory use of physical force under objective
control” (4); an institution that has as its only service to offer the “‘forcible restraint
of men” (6), etc. Now, as Miss Rand etates, “‘when a given group of existents has more
than one characteristic distinguishing it from other existents, man must observe the
relationships among these various characteristics and discover the one on which all
the ~thers (or the greatest number of others) depend, i.e., the fundamental character-
i ithout which the others would not be possible. This fundamental characteristic
i#mme essential distinguishing characteristic of the existents involved, and the proper
characteristic of the concept.” {8).

In looking at ail those referents of the concept “government'’ in history and
in the present, Miss Rand, in observing the several characteristics of the referents, has
discovered and stated the essential distinguishing characteristic of the concept: “A
government is an institution that holds the exclusive power to enforce certain rules of
social conduct in a given geographical area.” (7).

Of all characteristics of all referents subsumed under the concept ‘‘govern-
ment” — past, present, and future (i.e., posited governments such as Objectivist,
Utopian Socialist, etc.) — this characteristic is most fundamental and essential.

v The objection may be raised that there are other institutions in a society
that have the power to enforce rules of conduct, such as the institution of parents.
That this objection is guilty of a stolen concept can be clearly seen from the fact
that parents have the power to enforce rules of conduct on their children because the
government delegates that power to them legally and that power can be taken away
from parents who maltreat their children. All institutions in a given society other

el

than government that have power to enforce rules of conduct possess that power
derivatively, viz., legally, from the government’s primary power to do so. The former’s
power is logically dependent upon the latter’s, thus to assert the former while denying
the latter is to commit the fallacy of the stolen concept. (The problem of the govern-
ment’s right to enforce and to delegate such power, as well as those problems regard-
ing crime and ownership will be discussed later.)

Seeing that Miss Rand has correctly applied the rule of fundamentality to
the concept of government and her definition being therefore valid, we may now go
on to distinguish government, which means: between what government is and has
been, and what it should be. Since this is the distinction between a concept and one
of the units or referents it subsumes, it follows that the concept of a proper; objec-
tive government, to be so subsumed, must possessthe essential characteristic of govern-
ment; however, to give a definition of an objective government we must be able to dis-
tinguish it from all others subsumed by the wider abstraction.

There are two primary means for government to enforce rules of conduct:
initiatory and retaliatory. A government may initiate the use of physical force in
order to enforce rules and/or it may retaliate with physical force in order to enforce
rules. All present and previous governments in history have, to widely varying degrees,
been a combination of both these means. The crucial distinguishing characteristic of an
objective government is that it is exclusively confined to the latter (i.e., retaliatory)
means.

The definition of an objective, proper government is therefore: an objective
government is an institution that holds the exclusive power to enforce certain rules of
social conduct in a given area, and does so solely via the use of retaliatory force.

Since the initiation of force in social relationships is in each and every case
an objective evil, any government which does not restrict its actions to exclusively
retaliatory force, i.e., uses initiatory force to enforce rules of conduct, is objectively
evil. The question free market anarchism raises is: is it logically possible for a govern-
ment to so restrict its actions?' Mustn't a government necessarily initiate force to exist?

Free market anarchism answers “no’ and “yes" to these questions, respective-
ly, and concludes that the concept of an objective government is a floating abstraction.
Faced with the three political alternatives: immoral government, moral government,
and no government; seeing that logically, there are no other political aliernatives; and
asserting that there can be no such thing as “moral government"’, free market anar-
chism opts for no government, claiming this to be the only moral alternative.

Clearly, this is a non sequitur. Showing that the first two alternatives are
untenable does not in any way prove the third tenable, or any less untenable; show-
ing thefirst alternative to be immoral and the second invalid does not in any way prove
that the third is in fact moral, or is in fact valid. Yet free market anarchism claims that
the concept of *“no government’' is both moral and valid because the other two alter-
natives are either immoral or invalid. Clearly, such assertions lacking any positive proof
whatsoever, are groundless.

Before discussing the logical validity of objective government, let's carry this
reductio ad absurdum one step further. For free market anarchism, a moral, valid
society would be a society, inhabiting a given geographical area, in which no institu-
tion holds the exclusive power to enforce certain rules of social conduct. Since they
reject the concept of moral government as meaningless, this is reducible to: a society
in which no institution has the exclusive power to initiate force. The key term here
is “exclusive”. The free market anarchist sees government, objective or non-objective,
as a coercive monoply. If it becomes a non-coercive monoply, thereby allowing com-
petition, its exclusive power is broached and it logically ceases to be a government.
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To exist, a government must necessarily be a coercive monoply, which logically entails
the initiation of force against would-be competitors to remain in existence, Free
market anarchism therefore has no objection to a society that has more than one
institution, l.e., several, that enforce rules via initiatory force. Free market anarchism
can offer no objection to a society having competing agencies of initiatory force. Their
only objection is to an institution having the exciusive power to initiate force against
human beings within a given geographical area; several institutions initiating force
is somehow permissable.

Free market anarchism posits, therefore, as a moral ideal a society, not in
which no institution can initiate force, but in which any institution can initiate force.

I do not consider this to be one of the two major flaws in anarchism, just
one of the host of minor contradictions in the theory which are entailed by the
major fallacies. But if the ad absurdum argument above is true, and the anarchist's
critique of objective government is also true, then no alternative is morally viable and
man would seem to be confronted with an inherently malevolent universe. Before

7 pting this conclusion, let us proceed to check our premises, and those of anar-
‘w,.4m’s, viz., those regarding the logical validity of objective government.

Let us first posit a soclety in which the government has declared it intends
to restrict its actions exclusively to the use of retaliatory force, and proceeds to so
restrict its actions. Until and unless an individual or group of individuals attempts to
set up an agency of retaliatory force in competition with the government, the govern-
ment remains a technical monoply (in the anarchist’s terms) and fully moral. The
key point here is that the free market anarchist must freely grant that a government
can in fact restrict its actions exclusively to the use of retaliatory force as long as no
one attempts to compete with the government. Thus, even on the anarchist’s own
terms, the concept of moral objective government is empirically achievable and logi-
cally possible. It becomes, for the free market anarchist, a floating abstraction only
upon the advent of someone desiring to compete with the government.

It is now obviously requisite to analyze the concept of “competing agencies
of retaliatory force". For if it can be shown that this concept is logically invalid, free
market anarchism will have been shown to be a floating abstraction, rather than ob-
jective government.

First, the posited society above logically entails the following state of affairs:
that any action of an individual that does not initiate force upon others is legal. The
,.—\ ridual is therefore fully free to commit any action he so desires, rational or other-
‘a.+ that does not constitute an initiation of force upon others, Far too many — in-
deed if not all — free market anarchists cavil at the collectivist flaws in today’s society,
rather than reflecting on the possibilities of this posited state of affairs and generating
their criticisms from there. In such a soclety, the individual can protect himself in
any manner he deems necessary, providing of course that he does not initiate force
against another in so doing. If he is dissatisfied with governmental police protection, he
can hire, or form his own, private protection agency. Since he is under no obligation to
pay for governmental police protection (an objective government raises its revenue on
a voluntary basis (8), he is under no obligation to avail himself of this governmental
service. He may wish to be entirely responsible for his own protection, and he is free
to do so, as long as he limits his actions strictly to defense.

And now we come to one of the major flaws in any variant of anarchism,
such as free market anarchism or anarcho-capitalism: anarchism can make no distinc-
tion between defense and arbitrary retaliation. This is an absolutely crucial distinction:
an individual has the inalienable right to defend himself when force is initiated against

.him, but he has no right whatsoever to arbitrarily retaliate in any manner his whims see
fit. The initiation of force upon an individual does not grant that individual a blank
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iatory force, it does not confer upon him the right to use any amount
wmnﬂzﬂu_”ﬂ“. of “N..oo to retaliate against his aggressors. The 5&5.._:-_ has .2.__.< the
right to defend himself with an amount of force commensurate 1_9.52 .:.:.n.om.
The individual's action ceases to be defensive and becomes _..o.bzuao_.e ..n he .x.:.::.:on
his use of force after the cessation of initiated force against him, m_& ::-. o.o...:._:uso:
is justified only upon one explicit condition. Discussion of this condition shall be
deferred until the above flaw is further explicated.

To state that the anarchist cannot make a distiction w.xzioos defense and
arbiteary retaliation is to say that it is logically impossible for him to do so. He may
fully agree that the individual has a right to the former and not to the latter, he may
argue that his competing agencies will have objective constitutions and may decry any
use of arbitrary retaliation. But in an anarchistic society, an agency with a :w:.wv.
jective constitution is just as viable as an agency with an objective one. There is sim-
ply no means by which such an agency, in such a society, can be restricted to .:8
non-arbitrary use of retaliatory force. All his protestations to the contrary, the R.wa_@:‘
posited by the free market anarchist grants a blank check on the 22.::5 and w::_ of
vetaliatory force used by competing agencies, and cannot do oz.a..i.n.o. And in fact,
most, if not all advocates of anarchism make no such distinction. This is the source of
their advocacy of violent revolution and of the violence perpetrated by .:..o 5..:&12
savages of the New Left. Indeed, their logical inability to make such a distinction in-
validates any objection they might have to any amount and kind om mindless revolu-
tionary violence; they are logically committed to the advocacy of violent, bloody re-
volution. i .

Consider what this entails. For the slightest amount of force :.::52. nnw.am_
one, e.g., a swing of the fist, an unarmed burglary, one is thereby o:.:«_na to play it
deuces wild, e.g., take the burglar, once apprehended, no%: to one'’s wuuo:‘.o:., anc
slowly torture and mutilate him to death. This annm:v_o. it must be mpqoﬁg. is not
hyperbolic. Since no institution in an anarchist society has the nxn_cm.i power tc
enforce rules of conduct, any institution is fully free and wc_m to no.:.__npo in any
manner whatsoever against any initiated force no matter how minor. Since :_o.s:n-
chist is incapable, logically, of making a distinction vo.io.oj .no?suo and n:.::sc
retaliation (i.e., between reason afid whims) in response to initiated force, he is logi
cally committed to support the torturing of E:.n_!d.po death, or the 9.2....:::@ tc
death of anyone who accidentally steps on the anarchist’s toe. Again, this is not hy
perbolic. All that a person has to do to gain total carte E!_o._- on the use of no..na_
qualitatively and quantitavely, in a society operating on the v:-..a_v_o_.w of free BJ:._S
anarchism, is to merely claim that force has been initiated against him and he is re

taliabivner
VRl vITig.

One can clearly see how this applies to the -%o.a-ow.on revolution as well
and how, thereby, any variant of that advocacy is EEG _=<-_:_-.oa.. One has a per
fect right to falsify one's income tax returns as one is merely defending that 1:5.: i
rightfully his, and ultimately to resist with force any attempt at theft ::.o.ir taxation
(One of course may choose not to resist, just as one may choose not to resist a thug ir
a dark alley demanding one's wallet.) But one is not entitled, on this basis, to BJ&Q
IRS bureaucrats in cold blood or to blow up government buildings. ..E.a 3:.5... is ra
tional defense, the latter arbitrary retaliation. Revolution, qua arbitrary retaliation
is in each and every case, invalid. It is freely granted that :..n higher the level of -.S:i
in a given society, the more actions of defense will nuv_.o..cr a -..bpa of revolution, i
those actions are opted for. However, even in a fully statist society, such as :»:.. o
the Soviet Union, this approach will never actually arrive at a state o.a revolution
which by definition condones the leap from defense to arbitrary retaliation. And in
semi-statist society such as the United States, proper actions of defense are far remove«
from a revolutionary state. |



And lastly, there are alternatives in reality. There is no one immutable Ob-
ctive Legal Code, as some kind of Platonic form. Rights may be objectively imple-
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....to burn your copy of EFFICACY. It’s obviously un-American.
And it must be subversive. it seeks “’repeal & reform” of our recent-

it’s against the draft, against compulsory taxation, eminent do-
main, inflation, “legal tender”’, deficit spending, legisiative law, un-
limited majority rule, anti-trust, the paper monetary standard, cen-
tralized banking, and all those socialized industries of: roads, post
offices, education, medicine, housing, communication, power, land,
ect. -

EFFIbACY is Libertarian. It actually dares to advocate that in-
comprehensibly radical political reform of The Separation of Econo-
mics & State as was done in the First Ammendment with Church &
State.

Aren’t you glad you’re burning your EFFICACY? Don‘t you
wish everybody did? Subscribe for your friends and have a bonfire.
At $2 yeerly it’s a bargain.

{This advertisement not printed at government expense; but contrib-
uted as a public service by the publishing-editor of EFFICACY.)

ENTER MY SUBSCRIPTION FOR:.

() 1 Year - $2.00 {) 2 Years - $3.75
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LUNAR LUNACY

Granted, the space program is an intellec-
tually brillisnt achievement demonstrating be-
yond evasion the magnificent capacity of man’s
mind. But the Pyramids of Egypt were techni-
logical marvels of ingenious engineering preci-
sion too. And their political subsidy via slave
labor and plundered treasures made them tomb-
stones for all that was good in Egypt — an in-
dustﬁonsgral'nnmiddled&—swdlsﬁe
literal tombs of the Pharachs.

The OMNIPOTENT STATE thrives in the
intellectual bankruptcy of ideclogical chaos
And pec-mystical, determenistic dogmas with
which emotionally deceive and herd to the
“collective™ audience are sought vigoroudy by
all power lusting Statists. Collectivist Utopias,
Manifest Destiny, Blind Nationmalism have all
served their turn. Racial Solidarity is being ex-
ploited today. Wil INTERPLANETARY PRE-
DESTINATION be next?

What must not be ignored about the space
program is that it is an almost total misallo-
cation of current resources — 2 program that
would have been limited to satellite communi-
cations and global data collection by the free
market. The OCEAN is the next great physical
and commercial frontier to which rational men
should apply their technology and capital. AND
THE FREE MARKET WOULD HAVE AL-
READY OPENED THE OCEAN IF NOT
FOR THE POLITICAL-ECONOMY STATE'S
ROCKETRY BIAS. Statist economic contrals
developed rocketry into weaponry in Nazi
Gemmany; then harnessed rocketry for defense
in the giobal amms races; wnd then carried
rocketry into the space race as an outiet and
excuse for the military-industrial complex of

ent subsidized industry. AS JOHN
GLEN SAID — The manned lunar landing was
not economically rational, nor physically nec-
essary; but was done because of the “unques-
tionable™ need for American “pre-eminence” in
space. (Complete social metaphysics, status
secking).

When will Mr. Citizen ever realize that VA-
NITY is bitter emptiness, and that PRIDE re-
sides in objective achievement? AMERICA HAS
A GREATER PRODUCTIVITY AND DISTRI-
BUTION OF Um GOODS THAN
ANY OTHER CO Y. The happiness of
its INDIVIDUAL citizens is its greatest econo-
mic glory — not the empty image of an Ame-
rican flag on the moon or Olympic gold medals
on American athletes.

BUT THE WORST IS YET TO COME.
Lunar Lunacy was but the first step in what
may very 'ell_evolveintoﬂlemoda'nmnni-
potent State’s equivalent of the Roman Gircus-
es — complementing the fact that we already
have *“bread™ for the masses in ever burgeoning
welfare schemes. An “opiate for the people”,
a psychological distraction for the plundered
producers being consumed — such will be the
psycho-political function of the ever revitalized
“space probes™, the ever refurbished “inter-
planetary predestination™ dogma. Can anyone
doubt or debunk the impact of a Billy Graham
Planetary Plea for global unity FROM THE
MOON - broadcasting at the time of a formal
Russo-American Detante Pact in the year 2000?
Hell still be alive just thirty years from now

CAN ANYONE FAIL TO SEE THE PSY-
CHO-POLITICAL IMPLICATIONS OF A GOV-

of even more subjective personalities
”J&Nixon-vhovin' the

ing millions to develop travel to near useless
socks in space — when the continental shelves
justﬁftyfeetdownfmmonttmaddnpto
the same amount of land as the moon’s surface.
The moon’s surface is desolate desert without
breathable atmosphere and no life. Except for
observation of Earth — which can be almost as

human values, in the form of endlessly abun-
dunt seafood (fish and plants), space for prac-
tical undersea housing, and endlesdy refresh-
ing forms of recreation both surface and sub-
surface. The sea is filled with minerals for
energy and agriculture. The moon is not, and
wouldn’t be commercially accessible becanse
of transportation costs even if it were solid
green cheese — 2 good fertilizer. The ocean
offers food for our hungry “overpopulation™.
(Only irrational lethargy and waste makes the
concept of overpopulation valid. Rational men
can always overcome population growth no
matter how rapid — except when Political-Eco-
nomy Bureaucratic dictators misdirect human
energy.) The ocean offers room for physical
expansion, mineral deposits and other human
resources, even desalianted water for human
consumption. The moon has none of this.

AND AS REGARDS THE VERY REAL
“SPIN OFF™ FROM SPACE TECHNOLOGY,
remember, such “spin off” of new discoveries
results from any large step taken by men. The
Pyramids gave a “spin off” to medicine in the
subsidized study of mummification. The pro-
blem always is — what central integrating goal
is it that we're striving for? And is that goal
better than any other alternative?

And if the free market with its billions of
individual minds — instead of buresucrats with
billions of unearned funds — is relied upon to
evaluate the goal, the result is billions of times
more likely to be reievant and not wasteful.

And the “leader’y whose lust for power
bewails the “unbearable™ time and energy re-
quimdtoPERSUADEmmionsofmentomke
themselves a profit, is simply confessing the
i:uﬁmaﬁtyofhisdedtumtheimdeqmyd‘
his on what is best for man. No-
body finds it “unbearably” hard to get men to
make a profit The real struggle is defining
what actually is profitable.

lfyounanuhjustmdyomlendmhip
effective, volunteers will invest in you. But
billions of dollars in extorted funds signifies
deceit and ineptitude. —Bakhaus -
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